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official figures showed that only a small part of the amount
which should have been collected by October i had been
secured. Thus in the extremely important district of Western
Siberia only 40 per cent (in some districts 58 per cent) of the
requisite amount of grain had been delivered by way of taxation
up to October i. Is it surprising that in these circumstances
the Government, true to its principles., took the most vigorous
steps against all officials who, from "leniency" or other reasons,
refused to participate to the desired extent in the plundering
of the population? It goes without saying that the Moscow
press, with its eye on the outer world, reported none of these
things.
Yet at the moment when Pravda and Izvestia were completely
silent about this development, a local paper at Cheliabinsk,
in Western Siberia, published a report of a case heard before
the local district court which throws a flash of light on the
position. It says that three Soviet officials were condemned
to death. Why? The Moscow correspondent of the Sunday
Times1 says that one of the officials had been for fifteen
years President of the Commune of the First of May and a
member of the Communist Party. He was accused of open
sabotage in estimating the yield of the harvest and of having
said that if the full amount demanded were surrendered to the
State, "nothing will be left for us." The leader of a workers'
column, Tschernishev, and an inspector of long standing,
Gniesdiel, were also condemned to death. The judge said:
"Stalin has shown us where the class enemy is to be looked for:
it is in the collective farms, and the number of cases which
come before the local courts shows that the enemy is resisting
desperately.5'
So the position is that anyone resisting the fulfilment of the
grain plan is declared an enemy and executed. It is true that
this method has had an unexpectedly favourable result. On
October 20, 1934, Moscow was able to declare triumphantly
1 October 28* 1934.